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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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2a)^ This action is FINAL. 2b)Q This action is non-final. 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 .121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . The amendment filed 1/24/05 has been entered. Note that claim 10 recites that 
it is dependent on clam 1 , and claims 11-16 recite that they are dependent on claim 2. 
It is respectfully suggested that applicant intended claim 10 to be dependent on claim 9, 
and claims 1 1-16 to be dependent on claim 10. 



2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 



3. Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Matsumoto et al (6590608) and Anderson (6862038). 



4. Regarding claim 1 , Matsumoto et al show a method via a graphical user interface 
(Figures 6, 7, 8, column 8 lines 9-17 and 23-30) of annotating picture information for 
pictures in a picture database (column 3 lines 5-15 and 35-55, Figure 1 1, column 10 
lines 50-65), comprising: generating a user friendly display with picture indicia (Figures 
6-9, column 10 lines 1-20), in response to on screen user input that identifies a plurality 
of pictures as belonging to a group (column 1 1 lines 1-20), accepting metadata input on 
screen by the user (column 10 lines 50-65, column 12 lines 35-55, characterizing the 
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group of pictures (column 11 lines 1-20 and column 12 lines 40-60), and automatically 
associating the accepted metadata with the pictures of the group (column 12 lines 30- 
60, column 14 lines 45-65). Matsumoto et al do not specifically go into the details of 
the single information entry area accepting and containing inputted metadata 
information about the group, but do mention efficient user inputting of image information 
data to a display. Furthermore, this is done in Anderson (see in Anderson: a single 
entry area accepting and containing inputted image information Figures 1, 3B, column 4 
lines 15-25 and 40-50). This is done for efficient user inputting of image information 
data to a display. It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art to 
have this in Matsumoto et al, because it would allow efficient user inputting of image 
information data to a display. 

5. Regarding claim 2, the metadata includes social information (Matsumoto et al 
column 2 lines 50-62, column 3 lines 40-47). 

6. Regarding claim 3, the social information includes an event that the group of 
pictures records (Matsumoto et al column 3 lines 40-47, column 5 lines 45-55). 

7. Regarding claim 4, the social information includes temporal aspects of the group 
of pictures with respect to capture (Matsumoto et al column 2 lines 25-32). 
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8. Regarding claim 5, the social information includes capture location aspects of the 
group of pictures (Matsumoto et al column 2 lines 42-50, column 17 lines 8-20). 

9. Regarding claim 6, the social information includes people recorded in the group 
of pictures (Matsumoto et al column 2 lines 50-62, column 14 lines 20-45). 

10. Regarding claim 7, the social information includes objects recorded in the group 
of pictures (Matsumoto et al column 14 lines 20-45, column 17 lines 5-25). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 8, the social information includes user provided comments 
(Matsumoto et al column 3 lines 20-40 and 50-65). 

12. Regarding claim 9, in addition to that mentioned for claim 1 , note that the on 
screen user input defines the group of pictures (Matsumoto et al column 1 1 lines 1-15). 

13. Claims 10-16 recite the same features as claims 2-8 respectively and are 
rejected for the same reasons. 

14. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-16 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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1 5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Note that even in claim 1 , the modification that the on screen user 
input "that identifies" the plurality of pictures as belonging to a group, changes the 
interpretation of the claims, especially as pointed out in applicant's remarks. The 
original recitation was interpreted as in response to user input, the computer identifying 
the group of pictures (i.e. the computer responding to a search request). With the 
present recitation, the claims are interpreted as the user identifying the group (i.e. via 
the user input itself doing the grouping as opposed to accessing an already grouped 
set). Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant 
is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

16. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven P Sax whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
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4072. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday, 8:30 AM - 5:00 
PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examinees 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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